Powered Politics. This work both details their experiences in 2004, and makes a passionate, highly partisan appeal to reform the Democratic Party, in large part through use of Internetenabled media.
The impacts of the Internet clearly have permeated almost all aspects of American daily life. One of the critical issues in the minds of many, however, is what impact, if any, the Internet will have on political systems and processes. In a previous issue we reviewed Richard Davis' work, Politics Online. That work we found to be a very scholarly introduction to the political use of such electronic applications as chat rooms and blogs. One particular value of the book we felt was that "throughout it is informed by and contributes to a major issue in any discussion of the Internet as political or analytical tool: What is the "electronic commons" and what should it be in a modern democracy?" [2] On of the critical promises that blogs in particular seem to offer is a channel capable of inspiring partisan action. Two names which are often associated with highly successful partisan blogging But the intended audience of this book is dissatisfied Democrats. For them, the book is meant to be both a wake-up call and a sort of field manual for recasting their party. For Republicans, at least for those on the right of the party, the book might be read as a satisfying affirmation of their tactics, if not of their goals.
As this is such a political work, and the authors' approach so highly partisan, some selfdisclosure is probably in order here. When first registering to vote, I was attracted to the centristleft wing of the GOP in Illinois, where the Democratic Party was a patronage-based machine ruled over by Richard Daly. Even in southern Illinois, about as far removed in location and culture as one could get from Chicago and remain in Illinois, our local Democratic party disbursed jobs and access to welfare in a chain which ran north ultimately to Daly's desk.
I remain a Republican and am delighted on those infrequent occasions when I am able to vote for a candidate whose principles I can recognize as connected to the historical party. To the authors, this makes me a "Paleocon" as opposed to a "Corporate Con," a "Theocon," or a "Neocon," all delightfully descriptive categorizations of the wings of the current GOP. Which party is most ready to learn from changing circumstances and to adapt to them?
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And the answer in every case, in the authors' judgment, is the Republican Party.
But neither can conventional Democrats take much comfort from other positions taken by the authors. For example, such statements as "Few groups have become so stuck in the past as the pro-choice movement." (58) are not likely to be widely popular. It is their contention that traditional Democratic interest groups focused on women's issues such as abortion rights, on Gay rights, or any of the other wedge issues so beloved by Republic strategists and talk radio hosts, must mute their stridency and unite behind candidates who may well fail litmus tests of total adherence to a given set of issues. The authors are often humorous-most frequently darkly so-but their discussion of a Democratic conference held in Monterey to encourage coalition building among interest groups, which quickly split into five meeting where each group could happily discuss its own particular issues among familiar faces and opinions was particularly amusing. (46) Given this, from a Democratic perspective, desperate state of affairs, the authors propose an electronically enabled grass-roots ("Netroots) takeover of the Democratic Party. They advance a number of different models. These models are based in a very interesting fashion on their own immediate involvement with the Dean campaign, and their frequent consulting with other campaigns. Part of the appeal of the work is their easy familiarity with a number of unconventional campaigns and the individuals who led or staffed them.
Armstrong and Zuniga feel strongly that the blogerati of the left have often forced the party to adopt strategies and to select candidates more suited to the realities of politics in the 21st century than to the 1970's, where they believe the current leadership of the Democratic Party is more or less frozen.
So, for troubled Democrats, this is probably a must-read sort of work. The question of its relevance to the Impact of the Internet is also undeniable, but it is a very problematic one. What this work gives us is one highly partisan perspective.
The Republicans, too, make very effective use of electronic media, and the authors fail even to discuss the question of why any one group should have a particular advantage at the "Netroots."
Davis, for example, pointed out in his work that lurkers, those who read but do not post, are largely more representative of the broad electorate than those who do post-there are economic and ideological differences which impact the users of the Internet. The authors ignore such issues.
While Armstrong and Zuniga give us many examples of successful Internet-enabled political actions, ultimately they leave us with only a vague feeling that the "Netroots" are somehow going to be more progressive, and if fully engaged will save not only the Democratic Party, but my conclusions, the startling defeat of Joe Lieberman at the hands of Ned Lamont in the Connecticut primary has made this work seem a prophetic glimpse behind the scenes of that election. The GOP, in turn, has also seen in the grassroots "blogerati" dire signs that the Democrats have again been captured by left-wing extremists. [6] There could be no better introduction to the politics of blogging than Crashing the Gate. 
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